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model. The age model is the base for any interpretation. The authors use linear interpolation between U-series dates. This procedure is not adequate and not realistic, because its highly unlikely that the growth rate changed at exactly the sampled spots. I suggest that a more realistic age model is build, in the knowledge that several software routines are freely available (e.g. Stalage by Scholz and Hoffmann 2011), which also allow uncertainty estimation. The uncertainty estimates can (and should) be used to establish which variations are significant and which are within uncertainties and thus indistinguishable from background uncertainty. This test will help improve the interpretation of short-term variations in the presented record. Furthermore, the English of the manuscript needs some attention. Finally, I summarize minor comments/typos in detail below. I suggest that this manuscript should be considered for publication after minor revision. figure (with good contrast) , it will safe space. Please place the labels A, B, C into a better visible place and with better contrast, maybe into the upper left corner of the respective subfigure Fig. 4 Please show also the d13C profile (dist from axis). The distance from the axis does not exceed 10mm, but to fully see degassing or evaporation effects, the profiles should be longer and in both directions from the axis. Please comment on your sampling strategy and or improve on this! X-axis title> it must be axis, not axix Caption> for stalagmite BD Interactive comment on Clim. Past Discuss., 8, 1275 Discuss., 8, , 2012 C485
